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DETAILED ACTION 

This office action is responsive to communication filed on 01/1 1/2002. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Qin et al 
(Qin), Patent No. 6,393,480 B1. 

Regarding claim 1, Qin discloses a method comprising: 

determining thread values associated with each thread of a plurality of threads 
(column 4, lines 41-53)] 

determining a delay value for a network (fig. 3, items 304; column 5, lines 3-9; 
column 8, lines 1-21)] 

determining network flow factors (column 9, lines 1-38)] and 
determining a duration of each thread based on the thread values, the delay value and 
the network flow factors (fig. 5A-B; column 5, lines 3-67). 

Regarding claim 2, Qin discloses the method of claim 1 , further comprising: 
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adjusting the thread values associated with each thread based on the network flow 
factors (column 9, lines 3-67; column 4, lines 41-67). 

Regarding claim 3, Qin discloses the method of claim 2, wherein determining a 
duration comprises determining the duration of each thread based on the adjusted 
thread values and the delay values (fig. 5A-B; column 5, lines 3-67). 

Regarding claim 4, Qin discloses the method of claim 2, wherein adjusting the 
thread values associated with each thread further comprises modifying a number of 
turns of the thread (column 7, lines 58-67; column 8, lines 1-61). 

Regarding claim 5, Qin discloses the method of claim 1 , further comprising: 
determining a total response time for the plurality of threads based on the 
durations of the threads (column 4, lines 54-67; column 5, lines 1-9). 

Regarding claim 6, Qin discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the network 
comprises a plurality of delay source values, each delay source value associated with a 
corresponding delay source, and the delay value for the network is determined based 
on the plurality of delay source values (column 4, lines 54-67; column 5, lines 1-40). 

Regarding claim 7, Qin discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the thread 
values associated with each thread comprise an average packet size and an average 
node sending time (column 5, lines 41-67). 

Regarding claim 8, Qin discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein determining 
network flow factors further comprises generating a histogram of node sending time, 
and determining the network flow factors based on the histogram (fig. 2, items 200-214; 
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fig. 5A, items 500-505; column 5, lines 41-67; column 6, lines 1-41; column 6, lines 42- 
67). 

Similar Claims 

3. Claim 9 lists all the same elements of claim 1 , but in apparatus form rather than 
method form. Therefore, the supporting rationale of the rejection to claim 1 applies 
equally as well to claim 9. 

Claim 10 lists all the same elements of claim 2, but in apparatus form rather 
than method form. Therefore, the supporting rationale of the rejection to claim 2 
applies equally as well to claim 10. 

Claim 11 lists all the same elements of claim 3, but in apparatus form rather 
than method form. Therefore, the supporting rationale of the rejection to claim 3 
applies equally as well to claim 11. 

Claim 12 lists all the same elements of claim 4, but in apparatus form rather 
than method form. Therefore, the supporting rationale of the rejection to claim 4 
applies equally as well to claim 12. 

Claim 13 lists all the same elements of claim 5, but in apparatus form rather 
than method form. Therefore, the supporting rationale of the rejection to claim 5 
applies equally as well to claim 13. 

Claim 14 lists all the same elements of claim 6, but in apparatus form rather 
than method form. Therefore, the supporting rationale of the rejection to claim 6 
applies equally as well to claim 14. 
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Claim 15 lists all the same elements of claim 7, but in apparatus form rather 
than method form. Therefore, the supporting rationale of the rejection to claim 7 
applies equally as well to claim 15. 

Claim 16 list all the same elements of claim 8, but in apparatus form rather than 
method form. Therefore, the supporting rationale of the rejection to claim 8 applies 
equally as well to claim 16. 

Claim 17 lists all the same elements of claim 1, but in computer readable 
medium form rather than method form. Therefore, the supporting rationale of the 
rejection to claim 1 applies equally as well to claim 17. 

Claim 18 lists all the same elements of claim 2, but in computer readable 
medium form rather than method form. Therefore, the supporting rationale of the 
rejection to claim 2 applies equally as well to claim 18. 

Claim 19 lists all the same elements of claim 3, but in computer readable 
medium form rather than method form. Therefore, the supporting rationale of the 
rejection to claim 3 applies equally as well to claim 19. 

Claim 20 lists all the same elements of claim 4, but in computer readable 
medium form rather than method form. Therefore, the supporting rationale of the 
rejection to claim 4 applies equally as well to claim 20. 

Claim 21 lists all the same elements of claim 5, but in computer readable 
medium form rather than method form. Therefore, the supporting rationale of the 
rejection to claim 5 applies equally as well to claim 21 . 
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Claim 22 lists all the same elements of claim 6, but in computer readable 
medium form rather than method form. Therefore, the supporting rationale of the 
rejection to claim 6 applies equally as well to claim 22. 

Claim 23 lists all the same elements of claim 7, but in computer readable 
medium form rather than method form. Therefore, the supporting rationale of the 
rejection to claim 7 applies equally as well to claim 23. 

Claim 24 lists all the same elements of claim 8, but in computer readable 
medium form rather than method form. Therefore, the supporting rationale of the 
rejection to claim 8 applies equally as well to claim 24. 

Claim 25 lists all the same elements of claim 1, but in apparatus with value logic 
form rather than method form. Therefore, the supporting rationale of the rejection to 
claim 1 applies equally as well to claim 25. 

Claim 26 lists all the same elements of claim 2, but in apparatus with value logic 
form rather than method form. Therefore, the supporting rationale of the rejection to 
claim 2 applies equally as well to claim 26. 

Claim 27 lists all the same elements of claim 3, but in apparatus with value logic 
form rather than method form. Therefore, the supporting rationale of the rejection to 
claim 3 applies equally as well to claim 27. 

Claim 28 lists all the same elements of claim 4, but in apparatus with value logic 
form rather than method form. Therefore, the supporting rationale of the rejection to 
claim 4 applies equally as well to claim 28. 
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Claim 29 lists all the same elements of claim 5, but in apparatus with value logic 
form rather than method form. Therefore, the supporting rationale of the rejection to 
claim 5 applies equally as well to claim 29. 

Claim 30 lists all the same elements of claim 6, but in apparatus with value logic 
form rather than method form. Therefore, the supporting rationale of the rejection to 
claim 6 applies equally as well to claim 30. 

Claim 31 lists all the same elements of claim 7, but in apparatus with value logic 
form rather than method form. Therefore, the supporting rationale of the rejection to 
claim 7 applies equally as well to claim 31 . 

Claim 32 list all the same elements of claim 8, but in apparatus with value logic 
form rather than method form. Therefore, the supporting rationale of the rejection to 
claim 8 applies equally as well to claim 32. 
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Conclusion 



4. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from examiner 
should be directed to Jude Jean-Gilles whose telephone number is (571) 272-3914. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday and every other Friday 
from 8:00 AM to 5:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Wiley, can be reached on (571 ) 272-3923. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 305-3719. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
3900. 

Jude Jean-Gilles 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2143 

JJG 

February 18, 2005 
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